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Sue G. Stiger, Director 
Environmental Restoration Program Division 
EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. 

This document transmits the Department of EnergyRocky Flats Field Ofice comments for 
Operable Unit 15 (OU 15) on the subject report. The most important question raised by the 
comments is the radionuclide contamination in Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(IHSS) 204, the Original Uranium Chip Roaster. It is our understanding that the radiation 
emitted in the rooms comprising this MSS may exceed the radiation worker protection 
levels in 10CFR835, DOE Order 5480.11, and 29CFR1910. 

The statement is made in the draft Phase I RCRA Facility Investigatioflemedial 
Investigation Report that “none of the radionuclide results exceeded the standards provided 
in the Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements.” In the case of MSS 204, 
this is probably incorrect. 

We need to make the statements in the report agree with the reality of the situation. 
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Comments of William N. Fitch 
draft Phase I RFI/RI Report 
Operable Unit 15: Inside Building Closures 

page paragraph line 

ES-4 1 4 The sentence stating "None of theMSSs showed radionuclide 
activity levels of regulatory concern." is incorrect. IHSS 204 is 
radioactive at levels requiring radiation control. I know that the 
plan is to leave the cleanup for rads to the people using the uranium 
chip roaster people after they use it some more but I need some 
evidence that the roaster is planned for fbture use. 

ES-5 2 Item 4. Is the chip roaster and its rooms in compliance with the ARARS of 
rad worker protection standards The statement in item 4 is not 
correct. 

ES-6 2 Item 9. While the statement "the MSSs do not exceed rad protection 
standards applicable under current land use. 'I is technically correct 
you need to at the caveat "if institutional and engineering safe -* 

guards remain in place." 

1-5 1 Item 1. Delete "and need a RCRA -operating permit." and insert "as a 90- 
day storage unit." and "sites" to "site" in the first of  the sentence. 

1-8 1 7 If there is a threat of a post-closure escape, then a BRA is 
required. Can we separate the lack of a cleanup of the chip roaster 
from this need for a BRA? 

1-8 2 Item 2 The SOW states additional work is necessary at an MSS when 
there is a threat of post-closure escape hazardous waste, etc. This 
is not a problem in my opinion. The threat should be contained by 
the budding rad control program. But regulatory controls need to 
be formally in place for the chip roaster. 

1-14 5 Iast sentence under RFVRI Disposition 
The statement "therefore, remedial alternative development was not 
necessary" does not consider IHSS 204. 

4-19 all bullets The discussion states that Chi squared of 4.04 indicates that the 
alpha data is valid at the 99 per cent confidence level, but not at 
a95percent confidence level. Please explain how this can be. It 
does not agree with my understanding of statistics. Perhaps I need 
a refiesher. The same problem occurs in the second bullet. 



5-25 

5-27 

5-29 

7-2 

7-3 

8 -2 

8-3 

Step 3 Seven of the sampling areas failed the screening limit for beta. 
There is potential for some rad to be in the floor. Further work is 
needed, looking under the paint. 

See Figure 5-16 Table shows rinsate samples with gross alpha of 6400 pCVL 
and Uranium 235 of 7600 pCi/L 

5 

8 

2 

Item 4 

Item 9 

There is a hint of rad in MSS 180. 

If the equipment in the Chip Roaster Room is not used again, who 
will be responsible for the radiation cleanup? The ARAR's for 
radiation are currently exceeded. Will a HHRA be required in the 
future? 

It seems that the radiation data does exceed the ARAR in 204. 
Will a BRA be required? 

The statement that the IHSSs are in compliance with ARARS for 
rad is not correct in MSS 204. 

The Statement "There is no current or imminent threat at the OU15 
MSSs under the current land use " is misleading. The phrase "and 
the administrative controls in place. I' should be added to this 
statement. 
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